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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 1-3, 26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Sawchuk (US. 6,272,329). 

Regarding claim 1, Sawchuk teaches a system that facilitates signal 
transmission and reception (see Sawchuk, col. 1, lines 48-49), comprising: 

a balanced duplexer (see Sawchuk, fig. 1 , components comprising: 

a first component having at least two filter (see Sawchuk, fig. 1 , components 134, 
132, 54 and 52) configured to convey signals within a transmission and reception 
frequency band (see Sawchuk, fig. 4, components 44, 46 and 142); and 

a second component (see Sawchuk, fig. 1 , components 20 and 26) that 
interfaces the first component to a front-end and a back-end (see Sawchuk, fig. 1 , 
components 36, 32, 34, 16 and 28), the second component providing isolation between 
the first component and the front and back ends (isolation is provided by reducing 
leakage path; see Sawchuk, col. 3, lines 29-30). 
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Regarding claim 2, Sawchuk also teaches the system of claim 1 , the first 
component provides concurrent signal transmission and reception (see Sawchuk, col. 1, 
lines 48-49). 

Regarding claim 3, Sawchuk further teaches the system of claim 1 , the second 
component comprising two or more couplers (see Sawchuk, col. 4, lines 54-55). 

Regarding claim 26, Sawchuk teaches a method for receiving signals, 
comprising: 

accepting a signal (see Sawchuk, col. 1, lines 56-57); 

conveying the signal to a balanced duplexer, the signal conveyed through at 
least one filter of the balanced duplexer (see Sawchuk, col. 2, lines 1-3), and 

isolating the signal from a transmitted signal (see Sawchuk, col. 1, lines 28-30 
and col. 3, lines 28-30). 

Regarding claim 28, Sawchuk also teaches the method of claim 26 wherein the 
balanced duplexer comprises two filters (see Sawchuk, fig. 1, components 132, 134, 52 
and 54). 

2. Claims 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Epsom 
et al. (US. 4,490,684; hereinafter "Epsom") 
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Regarding claim 23, Epsom teaches a method for transmitting signals, 
comprising: 

conveying a generated signal to a balanced duplexer (see Epsom, fig. 1, "FROM 
EXCITER", component 10A), the signal divided into two portions (see Epsom, fig. 1, 
components 10C and 10D), a first portion with a first signal power transmitted through a 
first filter of the balanced duplexer (see Epsom, fig. 1, component 20) and a remaining 
portion transmitted through a second filter, the remaining portion associated with a 
remaining signal power (see Epsom, fig. 1, component 40); 

combining the first portion and second signal portions (see Epsom, fig. 1, 
component 50) after exited at least one coupler, the combined first portion and second 
portion forming a final signal; and 

transmitting the final signal (see Epsom, fig. 1, "OUTPUT" and component 70). 

Regarding claim 24, Epsom also teaches the method of claim 23, further 
comprising employing 3dB hybrid couplers to divide the generated signal (see Epsom, 
col. 2, lines 49-51), and the 3dB hybrid couplers and obtain the final signal (see Epsom, 
fig. 1 , component 70). 

Regarding claim 25, Epsom also teaches the method of claim 24, further 
comprising providing isolation between the 3db hybrid couplers and a signal generating 
and a transmitting component (see Epsom, col.1, lines 49-52). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 5, 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sawchuk as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Politi (US. 6,738,61 1 ). 

Regarding claim 5, Sawchuk teaches the system of claim 1 , the second 
component comprising two couplers (see Sawchuk, col. 3, lines 7-8). 

Sawchuk fails to teach that, the second component comprising two 3db hybrid 
couplers. 

Politi teaches that, the second component comprising two 3db hybrid couplers 
(see Politi, col. 4, line 27, 30 and 38). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Sawchuk with the teaching of 
Politi in order to reject or suppress unwanted frequency (see Politi, col. 4, lines 10-11). 
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Regarding claim 6, the combination of Sawchuk and Politi further teaches the 
system of claim 5, the 3db hybrid couplers comprising a Lange coupler (see Politi, col. 
4, lines 31). 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Sawchuk and Politi also teaches the 
system of claim 1 employed within a mobile phone (see Politi, col. 5, lines 56 and 58- 
59). 

4. Claims 9, 1 4, 1 7 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sawchuk in view of Nakamura et al (US. 6,747,527) and Beaudin et 
al (US. 6,710,650). 

Regarding claim 9, Sawchuk teaches a balanced duplexer, comprising: 

a first filter (see Sawchuk, fig. 1, components 134 and 132); 

a second filter (see Sawchuk, fig. 1 , components 52 and 54); 

a first coupler (see Sawchuk, fig. 1, component 20) that interfaces the first and 
second filters to a processing unit (see Sawchuk, fig. 1 , component 36) of a device; and 

a second coupler (see Sawchuk, fig. 1 , component 26) that interfaces the first 
and second filters to an antenna (see Sawchuk, fig. 1 , component 28), a detector (see 
Sawchuk, fig. 1 , component 28), the balanced duplexer is employed to facilitate 
transmitting and receiving signals through the first and second filters (see Sawchuk, col. 
1, lines 48-49). 
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However, Sawchuk fails to teach that comprising: 

the first and second filters have a substantially similar input and output; 

the first coupler that interfaces the first and second filters to processing unit of a 
device and the first coupler interfaces a first termination; and 

the second coupler that interfaces the first and second filters to an antenna, a 
detector and the second coupler interfaces a second termination, the balanced duplexer 
is employed to facilitate transmitting and receiving signals, each signal having a 
respective signal power, through there first and second filters. 

But, Nakamura et al teach that comprising: 

the first and second filters have a substantially similar input and output (see 
Nakamura et al, col. 1 , line 66 - col. 2, line 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Sawchuk with the teaching 
of Nakamura et al in order to provide match impedance between transmitting and 
receiving paths seen from the couplers and to achieve a balanced duplexer. 

The combination of Sawchuk and Nakamura et al fails to teach that further 
comprising: 

the first coupler that interfaces the first and second filters to processing unit of a 
device and the first coupler interfaces a first termination; and 

the second coupler that interfaces the first and second filters to an antenna, a 
detector and the second coupler interfaces a second termination. 

But, Beaudin et al teach that comprising: 
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the first coupler (see Beaudin et al, fig. 2, component 22) that interfaces the first 
and second filters to processing unit of a device and the first coupler interfaces a first 
termination (see Beaudin et al, fig. 2, component 30); and 

the second coupler (see Beaudin et al, fig. 2, component 20) that interfaces the 
first and second filters to an antenna, a detector and the second coupler interfaces a 
second termination (see Beaudin et al, fig. 2, component 28). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Sawchuk and Nakamure et 
al with the teaching of Beaudin et al in order to dissipate in a load components of the 
signal which are reflected in the input (see Beaudin et al, col. 3, lines 18-20). 

Regarding claim 14, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin 
teaches the system of claim 9, the balanced duplexer inherently buffers an input and an 
output stage (the first and second couplers inherently act as buffers as the first and 
second couplers diverting reflected power; see Beaudin et al, col. 3, lines 18-20; fig. 2, 
components 30 and 28). 

Regarding claim 17, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin 
et al teaches the system of claim 9, the first and second terminations is about 50 Ohms 
(see Beaudin et al, fig. 2, components 30 and 28). 
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Regarding claim 20, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin 
et al teaches the system of claim 9, the first and second couplers divert reflected power 
into the first and second terminations, respectively (see Beaudin et al, col. 3, lines 18- 
20; fig. 2, components 30 and 28). 

Regarding claim 21, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin 
et al teaches the system of claim 9, the first and second couplers reduce reflected 
energy by combining reflected energy that is 180 degrees out of phase (see Beaudin et 
al, col. 4, lines 31-36). 

Regarding claim 22, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin 
et al teaches the system of claim 9, the first and second filters employed in the 
reception of a signal (see Sawchuk, fig. 1, components 134, 132, 52 and 54) inherently 
to improve LNA and antenna matching (when the first and second filters have a 
substantially similar input and output impedance, the front-end and back-end 
impedance matching is inherently achieved). 

5. Claims 1 0-1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin et al as applied to claim 9 above, and further in 
view of Epsom. 
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Regarding claim 10, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin 
et al teaches the balanced duplexer of claim 9. 

However, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin et al fails to 
teaches that, the first and second filters are employed such that a portion of signal 
power is directed through one of the filters and the remaining signal power is directed 
through other filter. 

But, Epsom teaches that, the first and second filters are employed such that a 
portion of signal power is directed through one of the filters (see Epsom, fig. 1 , "UPPER 
PATH") and the remaining signal power is directed through other filter (see Epsom, fig. 
1, "LOWER PATH"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al 
and Beaudin et al with the teaching of Epsom. 

Regarding claim 11, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al, Beaudin et al 
and Epsom also teaches the balanced duplexer of claim 10, the portion of signal power 
directed to respective filters is determined by a power ratio (see Epsom, col. 4, lines 15- 
32). 

Regarding claim 12, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al, Beaudin et al 
and Epsom also teaches the balanced duplexer of claim 10, the portion of signal power 
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directed through respective filters is about one half the total power (see Epsom, col. 4, 
lines 15-32). 

Regarding claim 13, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al, Beaudin et al 
and Epsom also teaches the balanced duplexer of claim 10, the first and second filters 
configured such that if one filter becomes inoperable , the other filter can be utilized to 
process the full signal power (see Epsom, col. 4, lines 15-32). 

6. Claims 15, 16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin et al as applied to claim 9 above, and 
further in view of Politi. 

Regarding claim 15, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin 
et al teaches the system of claim 9. 

However the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin et al fail to 
teach that the first and second couplers being 3 dB hybrid couplers comprising one of a 
Lange coupler and a discrete coupler. 

But, Politi teaches that the first and second couplers being 3 dB hybrid couplers 
(see Politi, col. 4, line 27, 30 and 38) comprising a Lange coupler (see Politi, col. 4, lines 
31). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and 
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Beaudin et al with the teaching of Politi in order to reject or suppress unwanted 
frequency (see Politi, col. 4, lines 10-11). 

Regarding claim 16, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al, Beaudin et al 
and Politi teaches the system of claim 15, the Lange coupler providing isolation 
between the first and second filters and the processing unit and the first and second 
filters and the antenna and detector (isolation is provided by reducing leakage path; see 
Sawchuk, col. 3, lines 29-30). 

Regarding claim 19, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al, Beaudin et al 
and Politi teaches the system of claim 9 employed within a mobile phone (see Politi, col. 
5, lines 56 and 58-59). 

7. Claim 27 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sawchuk in view of Beaudin et al. 

Regarding claim 27, Sawchuk teaches a system that facilitates concurrent signal 
transmission and reception via a balanced duplexer (see Sawchuk, col. 1, lines 48-49), 
comprising: 

means for coupling a generated signal with the balanced duplexer (see Sawchuk, 
fig. 1 , component 20); 
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means for coupling a received signal with the balanced duplexer (see Sawchuk, 
fig. 1 , component 26); 

means for isolating the generated signal from the received signal (see Sawchuk, 
col. 1 , lines 28-30 and col. 3, lines 28-30); 

means for filtering the generated and received signals (see Sawchuk, fig. 1, 
components 132, 134, 52 and 54). 

However, Sawchuk fails to teach that further comprising: 

means for diverting power reflections associated with the generated and received 
signals to terminations. 

But, Beaudin et al teach that comprising: 

means for diverting power reflections associated with the generated and received 
signals to terminations (see Beaudin et al, fig. 2, components 28 and 30, col. 3, lines 
18-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Sawchuk with Beaudin et al 
in order to dissipate in a load components of the signal which are reflected at the input. 

Regarding claim 29, the combination of Sawchuk and Beaudin et al also teaches 
the system of claim 27 wherein the balanced duplexer comprises two filters (see 
Sawchuk, fig. 1, components 134, 132, 52 and 54). 



Allowable Subject Matter 
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8. Claim 18 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Regarding claim 18, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin 
et al teaches the system of claim 9. 

However, the combination of Sawchuk, Nakamure et al and Beaudin et al fail to 
teach that the first and second filters comprising acoustic filters comprising SAW and 
BAW filters. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 9/28/2005 against claims 1-4 and 26 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that Sawchuk fails to teach a balanced 
duplexer because dedicated paths and additional components are required by 
Sawchuk, the Examiner disagrees. The Examiner further submits the term "comprising" 
is inclusive or open-ended and does not exclude any additional and unrecited elements. 

In response to applicant's argument that Sawchuk fails to teach a balanced 
duplexer because the filters of Sawchuk are associated with either reception or 
transmission and are not capable of acting in both bands, the Examiner disagrees. More 
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specifically, the two filters of Sawchuk, one of which is associated with reception while 
the other one is associated with transmission, are together capable of acting in both 
bands simultaneously. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 23 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wen W. Huang whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7,852. The examiner can normally be reached on 10am - 6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doris H. To can be reached on (571 ) 272-7629. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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